Rental Housing Ordinance Change Administrative Hearing Minutes |
July 24, 2013 -~ 10:00 a.m.

Hecaring was attended by 40 individuals.

Lynn Moore, Environmental Health Manager, introduced herself and other stall' members in
attendance (Elizabeth Shevi, Planning; Doug Junker, Licensing; Dave Olmstead, Police; Mark
Stangenes, Environmental Health, Ann Kaul, Legal). Ms. Moore presented rental ordinance history
and overview of the changes via a PowerPoint presentation,

Moore stated that the reference to subletiing may be changed to statc that subletting would not be
allowed unless the lease specifically has a provision for subletting in it.

Moore informed the audience that copies of the 2012 International Property Maintenance Code would
be available for on-site review al the Community Development front counter.

Comments to be on record for council consideration:

1) Dale Tharaldson, Cedar Cliff South Condominiums: Licensing fees for a condominium are the
same as tor a single family dwelling. These unifs have no in unit heat or air condilion and take
approximately 10 minutes to inspeet. Going from 382 to $150 is pretty steep. Feels it is high
cnough they way it is now. Sure it takes longer to inspect a single family home; probably closed to
45 minutes to an hour. Would the City consider lowering the rates for these types of units?
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2) Sherry Pearl, Penelope 35 I and II: The fee increase is a large jump and understands [inancing and
everything and would like to see it put lorward in smaller increments over scveral years. Really
hurts the budget when you are not prepared for that.
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3) Karl Miner, self (property owner) three single family dwellings: Never had an inspector spend an
hour in his home. They are usually there for 15 to 20 minutes max, Agree with smaller increments
and would [ike to suggest they be able to look at how those [ees are spent,
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4) Les Knoke, self (property owner) single family and multiple family units: Thinks a 100% fee
increase is really scvere, especially with the way the way that our economy is. Especially when
they pay higher taxes than single family homcowners do. Don’t know if the city council here
would take a look al accepting a 100% increase in some fee that was to be charged them. Feels it is
excessive. Would like {o see a progressive increase of this amount over a decade should be
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5) Sharon Kendhammer, Tarnhill Apartments, and Steven Scott Management: Feels proposed fees are 3
astronomical. Obviously each year there are costs involved and these are rising, they raise rents
and they are aware that everything is increasing in cost, it doesn’t decrease. Butl something :
different. l.ess of a huge cost in one year would be helpful for owners so they don’t have to pass it :

on to their tenants who are the ones who can’t afford these increases as well.

6) Steve Furlong, self (property owner) single family on 20" Ave. S.: Would like to see the city ‘;

consider an exception to the reinspection fee when there is a significant rchabilitation to the
property? Did rchab on this property last fall and had the inspector out a few times due to the
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scope of the project. In Section 14.580 Section A, would like 1o see the “7 county metro area™ be
replaced with the state of Minnesota. Feels that if the owner lives within the state that would be
acceptable. Supports incentivizing rental property owners that met all codes via a simple annual
“credit type” system that could maybe be applied to future fees or fines.

Ira Sklator, Towers Management — 6 multi-family properties: In reference o fee charged to first
unit in building, would like to see this charge changed to first unit of complex. A 200 unit building
only pays one “first unit” charge and they have smaller unit buildings and have to pay more first
unit charges even though they have less overall units, Would like {o see good landlords be charged
less of a licensing fee than those that don’t maintain their properties and require more city scrvices.
Would like to see in code that attendance at guarterly HHRA mcctings be mandatory. [n New Hope,
you have to go to 50% of the meetings. You havce to put the Crime Free Addendum in your lease
and maintain your properties and you pay an inspection rate and lower fee structure. Same thing
with Brooklyn Center. 1t encourages good landlords. The people that are taking the city’s time
and cfforts are the poor landlords that give them a bad name. Feels police are doing a good job of
going in and giving tickets for loud music and those types of complaints but need to do more of
that. Feels getting weekly police reports is fantastic. When that first started several years ago, he
evicted seven tenants in the first week, Never knew about these problems even with a manager.
Police would write tickets but they didn’t’ know about it and know they do and it is fantastic.
Would alse like 1o see if electricity to the unit has been shut off due to non-payment on the tenant’s
part, that the city post to prevent occupancy and that police be willing to respond to remove the
tenants,

Andrew Akins, Premier Properties — over 600 units: Fee is way too high, IUs important to
remember that it’s the residents who live there that are ultimately going to be paying it and thinks
we all want Bloomington to be a place where people want to live and work and they are going fo
go other places. That scares him. Once the apartments start getting to be too high, you start
flipping a coin saying “I have to fill this unit. [’ll put this person in there because people don’t
want to live there. “We have to make Bloomington a place where pcople want to live and if you
price it out, that’s exactly what is going to happen. It is way too high, Need (o look at your budget
and look where you can cut instead of making of them have to do it. You need o look at your
budget. You won’t even show it to them, Don’t have any example of what you are spending the
moncy on and you want them Lo double their fees and it is absurd. He would be happy to go lo any
meeting he can Lo give his opinion on what we can do to save things. One inspector asked him
why his tenants are calling her and he said it was because she didn’t tell those tenants to call their
landlord and he will take care of the problem. He gets up every morning and tells himself that
these are people that live in these apartments. They are people that live there and it is his job to
provide housing do the best job he can and the city comes in and prices it out and then they arc
done.

Fmily Paulino, Village Green at International Village: Stated that notices about crime issucs arc
very beneficial to have to pass on to tenant for lease violations. Hasn’t had a second problem when
she has sent ouf a letier based on receiving a police report. Having something from the city that
states what the next steps will be if it happens again adds some weight (o the severily of the issue,

10) Sharon Kendhammer, Tarhnill Apartments: Wanted to state a positive comment. Has managed

for 9 ¥4 years here and regarding the relationships with the Environmental Health Division and the
police department, can’t say enough good, positive comments. They as landlords and owners
appreciate the involvement the city provides to help them in running their properties.
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July 24, 2013 Rental Housing Code Administrative meeting(J'(aé.M‘,énd 5PM

Name Property/ |email Phone #
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Lynn Moore City of Bloomington Imoore@ci.bloomington.mn.us 952-563-8970
‘“\ S4 k/ len F"N’\VQ‘ [:‘30 \.)L \m\"i‘wwmm coM| T35 Y- 9207
05 2.9 5
avw Y\/\GM:/ @mcmhaé)fw; ke cin 152.428 75r7
. G 5R -
T Enafv“m HNGL +b(,mn0/‘1,jmmmd@m P28 7539
| f Ta ; . ) A {
iacon Kendhantogd Taeohil| Hae il Mandger kvt SOH o1 in f(’) el
= B 2 300-%co
gummaﬂ%m% Invitahtn Hovwes rébtggs@:»-Wmhor]horws,cgm _ c]_
\ g | | MESIE 19
? LN \md{(&m m\f&n-ﬁ(ﬁ}q P{i‘wl@)@ﬁ(‘@m‘ih\/\#k\j@’\ SIRAIIVAAY

' . " QS5 ¥SHTTED
<0/§H@AMM G'eﬁfj‘.".lcdm\}ﬁﬁ-’l-ﬁmu %co%lwr;@r%w\.\. om |02
J/ N EESy  dunsk (E-u \/alc‘:‘:ib g)namk@ verT 51658 )
/)'(/[) ﬁ/S oA 0w en S i) © LPluIsbS ik copey S52-F#SS-Cin

(_\’Wlu Yauliny

(h‘\{wmﬁmﬂ( \/:“kl)& e P/tulino@ Vi ”Ml“\"afﬁim

A53-R884 NS

i b

Bhdaien oo

SPade\e (npitad (0 Woman

) B -G B~

H@(A nJ U]

ﬂlO UPFCirye. @ amm 1. com

qr2 << 763

Lori

il

DLD\XXH'\(AI le.com

457 -323-49%¢

O L are

PHS-BI = {n

GNC(V QOI’»‘C Dv‘tpbtffyﬂtg C\’TJ

Les Kokt

ol

leswes B 6 Y fa

0 /R-SEC /

. YV4 r‘_/ Ziums“ %Duﬁwy&eﬁmmmm@ -

A4S 3 Hwo
gt W

Ter P Yri GOCACL‘ ,

31l u-"u(wwaa i

6{-1\’)’ L&S (i":}CL:- h‘]‘@ H\"(:)

asaRyl 0119

)/lm'y /g%fr/ | fene //vfz/’?f 59 :5;-,%(i,-(é?fiﬁf'z%iﬁw:;, o Ps2-851 757/
bebm Nodubotn] ©AsStn Manay agat m\-ww\/ﬂﬂf}assfsn- (| 492 253496k
(A("I Gmnow{*ﬂ? Towes l\-{\.}‘) (thenner v tiues m,;}wm A 1063 S 4 v, V(¢
A @’%&/A“—éﬂp FLe heops 2 gzmp\q@qmjﬂ Com AP0 7 7}_¢
Ml floy, b MG, 7o 4 31 931
A M ﬁ;/‘_‘y\-‘( VEa. S /iﬂ/rz»< (éd Clle S |
\/ ”/C[ C)V/?f‘



July 24, 2013 Rental Housing Code Administrative meetings@@ygjﬂé&'nd 5 PM

Name Property/ email Phone #
representing

Ly:ﬁMoore City of Bloomingten Imoore@ci.bloomington.mn.us 952-563-8970
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Rental Housing Ordinance Change Administrative Hearing Minutes
July 24, 2013 — 5:00 p.m.

Lynn Moore, FEnvironmental Health Manager, introduced herself and other staff members in
attendance (Dave Olmstead, Police; and Mark Stangenes, Environmental [Tealth). Ms, Moore
presented renta! ordinance history and overview of the changes via a PowerPoint presentation.

1) Atlene Eliason, 8843 18" Ave. S.: States she pays more in license fees for her property in
Bloomington than she does for her other four properties in other cities combined. A money saver
that might help the city is if the city did something more along the linc of every time a new renter
comes in, the city inspects what they are moving in to. She has long term renters and they are very
good at making sure she takes care of her building. They let her know by text message any lime
something is wrong. Perhaps for inspecting buildings, once every five years or so. [ the city is
concerned about the type of property people will be moving in to, inspect the property as it is
rented (o a new renter.

2} John Docherty, 10919 Rhode Island Ave. S.: Said what he was going to say might sound likc a
question, but he believes it will have the desived effect. lc said “Everyone in this room who thinks
the fee increase is reasonable, say aye?” No one responded. He then said “Everyone who doesn’t
think the fee increase is reasonable, say nay?” Several people responded, nay.

3) Bill Reichert, self, stated he was a current candidate for District 3 City Council: Wanled to address
the wording on making a landlord/property owner responsible for the actions of their tenants.
Recommended that the language be changed 1o say the property owner is responsible upon notice,
either by police or observation personally, The way it is writlen now, it puts all onus of
respensibilily on the property owner and if the intent is to have them responsible upon notice, then
put it in there, because the courts are not going to go upon infent, they are going to go upon the
letter of the law and based on the way it is written,

4) Mohammad Noori, 8224 Oxborough Ave. S., sclf: Doesn’t believe the increase is reasonable.

5) Tom Bernier, 10488 Colorado Circle: With regard to the proposed increase, thinks it is
unconscionable to raise the current fee to what is almost a 100% increase, from $82 to $150.
Doesn’t know what the city is going after with respect to why they feel they have to double that
rale. Ifit’s because of additional costs because of additional time they have to take with propertics
that require the city’s attention, in other words, problem properties, then perhaps they ought to
increase the licensing fees for the problem properties and not the rest of them.

6) Philip Remeneski, Westwood Townhomes, 3301 W, Old Shakopee Road: Seconded the comment
made by the gentleman running for district, and that first and foremost they cannot legally be held
responsible for the actions of their tenant. First and foremost, they are not police officers. They
have no right to put in any listening devices or any cameras in the unit. It violates First
Amendment rights. But the city is trying to hold them responsible if the way it phrased is different
that the way it was worded, that being said the lawyers will go by what is the text. Basically he has
alrcady decided if this goes through, that with any disorderly issve, he will evict immediately. The
problem is Hennepin County courts, which are very liberal, will not grant it and then what does he



do? Is the city going to pay his fees to evict somebody, his process serving fees, his legal fees, etc.,
when the courts deems they cannot be evicted? And yet the city can come back, should they do
something elsc, their friends, relatives, whatever, and then the city, per the way it’s written can
come in and fine him. That is, he would believe illegal, at least at a minimum unethical and totally
uniair, Landlords are trying to provide very good housing at a reasonable price to people. They
are being hurt by the actions of this with a lot more in fees that they shouldn’t have to incur, The
costs of rent are going to go up significantly and given the city believes the right to raise the fecs
by a 100% that sends a message that they should be able to increase their apartment reat as much
as they want. 1le doesn’t think that that is the message the city wants to send.
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Moore, Lynn

From: Karen Mahoney [klea1938@gmaii.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 2:39 PM

To: Moore, Lynn

Subject: Rental property

I can not attend the meeting on 7/24 however I do have a comment about rental property
inspections. My property has been inspected every summer for years and everything is ALWAYS
ok, If that is the case and you know the property is very well maintained why can't you
figure out a less often inspection schedule say bi annually or even longer. It is a nuisance
to me as I keep the property in excellent condition. Also why can't you coordinate your
inspections so you aren't driving all over and wasting my taxpayer money. There are 6 or 7
double bungalows including mine in a row but your inspections are on different days or hours
apart for each. Pretty much a waste as I see it. I hope you look into these comments. Thank
you,

Karen Mahoney



Moore, Lynn

From: Reg Schroeder [rdsjms2@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, July 12, 2013 3:21 PM

To: Moore, Lynn

Subject: Recommendations from Reg Schroeder
Lynn:

We have a single family home in Bloomington thal we have rented out during the years that we have owned this
properly.

The proposed new license fec of $150.00 is a substantial increase over the present fee. I feel that this increase is
excessive. 1suggest that this license fee should not be more than $100.00 maximum for a single family home.

The other concern that T have is the requirement of posting the license.

In a singlc family home this would almost be an impossible task. Small children would remove this document.
We would constantly be attempting to re-post this license. 1 suggest that this requirement be waived for single
family rental properties.

Regards,

Reg and Joan Schroeder
952-830-1501



Moore, Lynn

From: Spring, John (NSHC) [John.Spring@nucor.com]
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 10:57 AM

To: iMoore, Lynn

Subiject: RE: Question of Rental Housing Code changes

That answers it; thank you.

From: Mocre, Lynn [mailto:LMoore@gi.bloomington.mn.us]
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 11:42 AM

To: Spring, John (NSHC)

Subject: RE: Question of Rental Housing Code changes

Hi, John.
The re-inspection fee will be used if the housing inspector must pertorm a second follow up inspection.

For example, the housing inspector issues written orders to correct some violation by a date specified at a routine or
complaint inspection. At the first follow up inspection after the date specified in the orders, the inspector finds that the
owner has not comptied and the inspecior has to issue another notice and return to perform a second foliow up
inspection on the same violation, the City will issue the reinspection fee of $250. The violation must be serious enough
to warrant follow up inspections.

i hope | answered your question. Please let me know If you have additional questions.

Lynn Moare, MPH, RS
Environmental Health Manager
City of Bloomingion

{952} 563-8970
Imoore@ci.bloomington.mn.us
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From: Spring, John (NSHC) [mailto:John.Spring@nucor.com}
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 ©:15 AM

To: Moore, Lynn

Subject: Question of Rental Housing Code changes

Ms. Moore-

Regarding the proposed changes to the Rental Housing Code, on page 22 there is the addition of a “Reinspection Fee
(14.592)" of $250 to the Schedule of Civil Fines for Administrative Offenses.

Under what conditions wil! this Reinspection Fee be levied?



Thank you.

John Spring
(252) 370-5061

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This e-mail contains privileged and confidential information which is the
property of Nucor, intended only f[or the use of the intended recipient{s}.
Unauthorized use or disgclosure of this information is prohibited. If you
are not an intended recipient, pleasge immediately notify Nucor and destroy
any coples of this email. Receipt of this e-mail shall not be deemed a

waiver by Nucor of any privilege or the confidential nature of the information,

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This e-mail containg privileged and confidential information which is the
property of Nucor, intended only for the use of the intended recipient(s}.
Unauthorized use or disclosure of this information is prohibited. If you
are not an intended recipient, please immediately notify Nucor and destroy
any copieg of this email., Receipt of this e-mail shall not be deemed a

waiver by Nucor of any privilege or the confidential nature of the information.




NMoore, Lynn

>

From: Meredith Salsbery [meredith.salsbery@gmail.com} ‘_
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2013 12:14 PM z
To: Moore, Lynn '-
Subject: proposed rental housing code changes
Hi

I am an owner of a rental property in Bloomington. I've reviewed the rental housing code changes and I'm |
opposed to the increase in rental fees, particularly with regard to small units in multi-family dwellings. For
example, my 690 sguare foot condo should take your inspector considerably less time to inspect than a four
bedroom home. 1 don't want to see fees go up, but if they do go up, some acknowledgement of dwelling size
should be made within the fee schedule.

Additionally, 1 am opposed to the no-sublease rule. In tough financial times, many people have turned Lo
renting. They also need to take jobs where they can get them, which sometimes means moving after commilling
to a leasc. I wish to be a flexible landiord and atllow my tenants to find a subleasc when their circumstances
change and they need to move away. T think the City is overstepping its bounds in specifying whether a tenant
and landlord can agree 1o a sublease agreement. Plcase lcave that for our determination. There is not a necessary _
role for government here. z

Thank you,
Meredith Salsbery

Meredith Salsbery
meredith.salsberviglomail.com
507-351-7730




Moore, Lynn

From: Jeff [jefftomp@yahoo.com]

Sent: Saturday, July 20, 2013 5:50 PM

To: Moore, Lynn

Subject: 2 questions re: rental housing code updates

Hello Lynn,

Thank you for sending the postcard, I revicwed the suggested ordinance updates and have 2 questions from the
standpoint of a the owner of one condo unit that was purchased while I was single and, due to the decrease in
prices, | haven't been able to sell - but that I carefully keep up with the help ol a great long-term tenant.

1. What is the reason behind increasing license fees? If it's due to inspection costs [ wonder if reducing
frequency of inspections for vnits that have had no issucs was considered. At $80/year I found il expensive but
reasonable since someone having to come out; at $150 that is close in price to a full inspection of my 1 bedroom
condo (rather thant turning on lights and making sure my 2 faucets still work). If cost indeed is the issue |
wonder if it would be both in the city's best inlerest as well as my own to have a full inspection every scveral
years to understand if there are 1ssues happening rather than the yearly city walkthrough.

[Also as a comparison of license fees with surrounding areas - which 'm sure you already know - [ noticed
Minneapolis ($69/year), and St. Louis Park ($80/ycar for a condo/townhouse) are in line with what
Bloomington fees are today|

--To put this into some contexi, [ haven't raised the rent for my long-term renter, so this is cost that T would eal
myself. If T have a new renter it's even worse since | have a condo association move-out fee, cleaning fees, and
painting that as a small 1-br condo owner would now cost me over a month's rent that [ likely couldn't charge
someone. Realistically that means when my current renter moves out [ may have to short sell or foreclose on
my condo because [ can't take that loss and have to find a way to get rid of the property.

2. 15.5.9.3 Self-inspection: can you explain how this would apply to a single condo unit owner? This is another
part of the code that could make sense if T owned a building, but doesn't secm to make sense in my situation.
Thank you,

Jeft



Moore, Lynn

From: Carl Patow [carlpatow@carlpatow.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 21, 2013 8:37 AM

To: Moore, Lynn

Subject: Draft Rental Housing Code

Dear Ms Moore,

As an owner of a single unit rental property in Bloomington, I have reviewed the draft
"Rental Housing Code” and offer a few comments for consideration.

The proposed increase in fees from $80 per annum to $150 per annum seems excessive, in that
the fee is nearly doubled. For owners of single rental units, this increase does not seem to
equitable or in line with other normal increases in business costs, such as inflation. An
increase to $100, for example, would seem tc be more reasonable. This increase will
disproportionately affect single unit owners, who may already rent at a loss.

The document appears to imply that owners of rental properties in multi-unit dwellings have
ownership of the entire property, including the common areas. This is not always the case.
For example, in multi-unit condominiums the owner may own and rent only one unit. The
regulations as proposed require peosting of the license in the common area, which is not
appropriate for single unit rentals in multi-upit dwellings, The definitions and examples in
the document should not assume that all units in a multi-unit dwelling are owned or
controlled by one owner.

Respectfully submitted,

Carl Patow, MD
capatow@comcast . net




Moore, Lynn

From: Teresa Watje [twatje7650@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2013 6:50 PM

To: Moaore, Lynn

Subject: Rental Housing Code

Thank you for you presentation, My only comment is that the price increase for rental licenses is taking such g
drastic increase and it wasn'l explained why $250.00 is the number needed. Are your costs that much more or is
that what you think is being charged by other citics and we should [ollow? With the increasc of 200 licenses a
year, which I think I heard said, you would think there would be increased revenues and wouldn't require that
much additional cost to supervise if the majority of properties operate normally. Are the multi-housing creating
more work than single family units (o supervise and perhaps a bigger increase should lollow for what type of
properlies create more work. 1would like to see the cost far less than what is proposed.

Also, I hope you will be careful of penallies for work not being done on an re-inspection and use that only if
you feel the owner is being uncooperative, I haven't had a problem with that, but I feel il sounds very severe
and should be used cautiously. T am hoping you feel we provide a valuable service to the city in filling a need
and bringing more people {o live in our community. As a landlord, I [eel we can improve the properties more
than many homeowners can and do. | hope the city wants to reward and cncourage and work alongside
landlords and not have the image of & watchdog and as the opposition instead of a team player. 1 have
welcomed inspections and have had a good rclationship and hope it will stay that way or increase in that way.

Thank you again. Tercsa Watje



Moore, Lynn

From: Lisa Peilen flisa.peilen@mmha.com]

Sent Monday, July 22, 2013 2:32 PM

To: Moore, Lyan

Cc: Mary Rippe; Todd Liljenquist; cecll@cornerstonepp.com; Johnson, Sandra;
DDyer@ci.bloomington.mn.us; Stangenes, Mark; Kaul, Ann,; Lee, Larry

Subject: MHA Comment Letter on Bloomington Rental Licensing Ordinance

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed revision of Bloomington’s rental ficensing ordinance. We |
appreciate your outreach to us and all property owners in Bloomington, and we also appreciate the changes that have ;
been made to the draft as a result of our initial conversation about the ordinance. However, we do have concerns about
some provisions of the proposed ordinance, and they are outlined below:

* Sec. 14.575: Rental History. This section states that an applicant who has had a license suspended, revoked or
placed in a provisional license status within the previous five years will be ineligible for new or additional rental
licenses for the next five years. Our concern is with the inclusion of provisional licenses in this provision. As we
read it, a provisional ficense is issued if a property owner has submiited an application, paid the fee, and
undergone an inspection resulting in work orders that do not prevent occupancy. A provisional license may also
be issued when an inspection of a licensed property resuits in work orders that do not prevent occupancy.
Again, as we read it, a property owner would be prevented from applying for new or additional rental licenses
because they received work arders from an inspection, and this seems way too harsh a penalty. We encourage
you to drop the provisional license provision from this section.

s Sec, 14.577: Occupancy Limits. We have two concerns with this provision. First, the ordinance states that a
properiy owner may not lease a rental dwelling unit to more than four unrelated persons. Qur concern is what
the impact is on a three bedroom apartment. Seccnd, the provision prohibits a tenant from subletting the unit
to another, We believe this issue should remain between the property owner and the tenant. Most leases,
including our MHA lease, require prior approval from the property owner before a unit can be sublet. We
believe this provision is un-necessary because the ordinance requires a background check to be performed cn all
prospective tenants, this would also apply to a sublet.

s Sec. 14.580; Additional Regulations for Health, Safety and Maintenance, This provision requires the property
owner to provide professionai pest control services and written documentation of such services. Does this
mean that property owners must enter inte a contract with a pest control company on an ongoing basis, or is
this on an as needed basis? Smaller properties have very different needs for pest control services than larger
companies.

e Sec. 14.582: Criminal History Inquiries Required. This provision reguires criminal background checks on all
prospective residents. We have two concerns about the draft language. The first concern is that the language
requires the background check to go back seven years, this is a much longer period of time than other cities
require. Hopkins, for example, requires that criminal background checks go back three years, and  am not ]
aware of any city than uses a longer time period, and certainly no city of which | am aware requires a time ,
period as long as seven years. Our second concern is with the language that states: “Tenant criminal history E
inquiries must be made available for inspection upon request by the Police or the Housing Inspector.” We |
believe this provision violates the Fair Credit Reporting Act, as well as most contracts between property owners
and screening companies, which require that the information provided not be shared. A better way to go about
making sure that criminal background checks have been conducted may be to reguire a receipt demonstrating
that the screening company has completed the required background check. g

» Sec. 14.584: Disorderly Behavior and Nuisance Conditions Lease Provisions Required. We have strong |
concerns about this provision, which requires property owners to include a disorderly behavicr and nuisance
conditicns addendum. Most leases, including our MHA lease, already include a number of conditions identified
in Sec, 14.585, The result is that property owners will be required to create a Blooming specific document
delineating certain activities already regulated by the City. No other city of which | am aware requires property
owners to create a lease addendum specific to that city. This provision will create a real burden on property
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owners, especially those owners who have properties in more cities than Bloomington, because they will now
have to keep track of a Bloomington specific document. Property owners can lose their licenses for not
addressing disorderly behavior and nuisance conditions viofations of city code, to us this should be sufficient,
and we strongly encourage the City to detete this provision from the ordinance.

s Sec. 14.586: Disorderly Behavior and Nuisance Conditions Violations Notices. This section deals with
disorderly and nuisance conditions violations rules, a “three strikes and you are out” provision. Our concern is
that the time frame is too iong, a second instance is defined as being within 24 months of the first instance, and
the third instance is defined as being within 24 months of the second instance, so the landlord can lose the
his/her license for tenant behavior over a 48 month period. Most cities use a time frame of 12 to 18 months
between violations, and 18 months is the fongest time frame of which | am aware.

e Section 14.593: Self Inspection. This provision requires property owners to have a self inspection procedure
with written documentation of inspection completed as evidence.....”. Most, if not alf of our members do this as
part of their management plan, but it is another matter altogether for the City to reguire it. 1t is our belief that
the City should focus on the result, not the process of getting there.

s Section 14.03: Fees. The proposed fee structure includes a major fee increase for multi unit properties, as the
first unit fee would increase from its current level of $80 to $150, and the fee for each additional unit would
increase from the current rate of $9.75 to $20.00. We appreciate the desire of the city to hoid down costs, but
helding down costs is also important to property owners. They are already absorbing a property tax increase,
and when the fee increases are included, rents have not kept pace with the proposed increases. The fee
increases could result in increased rents for tenants as well as having an impact on scheduled maintenance and
improvements to the property,

We are grateful for your willingness to consider our concerns, and we look forward to continuing to work with you to
craft an ordinance that meets the goals of the City without imposing an undue burden on responsible properties.

LISA PEILEN, DIRECTOR OF MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS
MN Muiti Housing Association (MHA}

1600 W 82nd Street, Suite 110, Bloomington, MN 55431
Direct: (952) 548.2217 or Main: (952) 854.8500

Visit MHA oniine at www . mmha.com




Moore, Lynn

From: Arlene Eliascn {Arlene.Eliason@southcentral edu]
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2013 9:35 PM

To: Moore, Lynn

Subject: RE: Rental Housing Code proposed changes

Thank you., That makes more sense with what is being rented in the area.

Arlene

From: Moore, Lynn [LMoore@ci.bloomington.mn.us]} :
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2013 8:03 PM
To: Arlene Eliason ;
Subject: FW: Rental Housing Code proposed changes

Arlene-

I double checked the IPMC and it says 70 sq {1 is the minimum bedroom size for a person, but for two or more,
50 sq 1t is required for each person meaning the minimum size is 100 sq ft for 2, 150 sq ft for 3, ete. So I think
my slide in the presentation was misleading and I may have misspoke. Sorry about that, -,
[ hope that clarilies things.
Lynn

Sent with Good {(www.good.com)

From: Moore, Lynn

Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2013 10:17 AM Central Standard Time
To: 'Arlene Eliason'

Subject: RE: Rental Housing Code proposed changes

Thank you for your comments, Arlene.

They will be shared with council. As you are likely aware, the size requirements for bedrocms comes from the
International Property Maintenance Code and is not a new requirement.

Thanks for your time and attention to the code development process,

Lynn Moore, MPH, RS
Environmental Health Manager
City of Bloemington

(952) 563-8970
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Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2013 10:00 AM
To: Moore, Lynn
Subject: Rental Housing Code proposed changes

To All Interested Parties:

The section of the code proposal that addresses minimum sizes for bedrooms is unrealistic. In the construction from the
'50s, bedrooms that are 9 by 12 are common. The size regulations wili not permit a married couple to use one of these
bedrooms, or a pair of twins, or other combination of two family members. This can make one-bedroom apartments
unrentable to a couple.

The size of the bedroom doesn't reflect the total size of the apartment. If there is only a kitchen with the small bedrooms,
the living situation is significantly worse than if there is a living room and kitchen and dining area with the small kitchen.
I don't think the bedroom size restriction accomplishes the goal.

If the aim is to use bedroom size as the determination, I would suggest 50 square feet for the first person and 30 square
feet for each additional person, This would permit a couple to choose the 8 by 10 living area for a sleep space. A
conditional statement of total size of the apariment could be included, such as 100 square feet per person.

In addition, the changes need a grandfathering clause that allows renters to complete their lease, or even renew the
lease at their own discretion.

Thank you for hearing me out.
Arlene Eliason

Owner, 8843 18th Ave S
Bloomingtaon, MN 55425




Moore, Lynn

From: Cecelia Adams [cecemariea@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 2.02 PM

To: Moore, Lynn

Ce: Peterson, Steve '

Subject; Proposed changes to the City's Rental Housing Code

| received the posteard inviting me to a meeting about the proposed changes {o Bloomingion's city rental housing code.
Since | was actually in Minnesota for two weeks in early to mid July, | didn't get the postcard until | returned to Florida last
week.

I've reviewed the proposed changes on the website and have one comment to make regarding the rental agent :
requirement in Sec. 14.580. | cwn a condo in Bloomington that I'm currently renting out. Although | live in Florida now, I'm
always available by cell phone and email. Anytime the renter has a problem or request, she contacts me by phone or
email, and | respond just like | would if | were living in the seven-county area cited in the proposed changes. If instead, the
renter called a rental agent, the response would be no quicker than if she called me directly. In fact, it might be slower.
Having owned and lived in the condo for 25 years, I'm very familiar with the building and the rental unit, as well as the
caretaker, board of directors, and property manager. Some of the renter's requests have been taken care of with just a ;
guick email from me to one of those people. Others have required the services of a handyman, who works with the renter
on when the best time would be {o enter the apartment and share information about how long the job will take. | can't see
how this would be any different if the renter called a rental agent instead of me, except that | would need te hire and pay a |
rental agent rather than fix the probiem myself using the phene and email. | think that a rental agent would have very litlle
or no face-to-face contact with the renter, and if that contact is necessary, | can always call my sister in Bloomington, who ji
would be happy to check out the problem in person. | visit the condo building or condo unit once a year just to keep an
eye its appearance and while I'm there also visit with the caretaker to discuss building issues that aren't reflected in the
board meeting minutes that are sent {o me monthly.

White some of us landiords might be physically absent, we are still very interested in our maintaining cur units and want
to provide a great living space for our renters.

Thank yeou for inviting comments on the preposed changes. | hope the City Council will remove the rental agent
requirement from consideration.

Cecelia Adams, Owner, Unit 132, Cedar CIiff South Condominiums, Blogmington

9865 SW 97th Lane

Ccala FL 34481

3562-840-3969
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Moore, Lynn

From: Connie Barry {charry3@acl.com]
Sent: Monday, August G5, 2013 5:50 PM
To: Wilcox, Vern

Cc: Winstead, Gene; Moore, Lynn
Subject: Housing Code Changes

Vern,

As you know, | am renting my house in Bloomington at 8718-19th Avenue South. | have excellent renters who keep my house
and property in first class shape. Recently | attended the meeting about the proposed changes to the Housing Code,
particularly the license fees.

Under the proposed license fee increasas, my license fee would go up 83% from $82 to $150. | understand that the last
increase in 2008 was from $80 to 582 or 0.025%. Needless to say | think an 83% increase is extremely unfair and doesn't
match today's CPI. Histarically when were the fees increased over the {ast 20 years, and what were the increases in dollars
and percentages?

Thanks,

Connie

Connie Barry Enterprises, Inc.
charryI@acl.com
M 612 799 2661
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